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SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE 
ESTABLISHMENTS AND INDUSTRY 


(On January 15, 1954, Leon J. Kamin and Wendell H. Furry testi- 
fied in executive session during hearings held by the Senate Perma- 
nent Subcommittee on Investigations on subversion and espionage 
in defense establishments and industry. This testimony was made 
public on March 31, 1955, by members of the subcommittee and 
follows beiow:) 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 15, 1954 


Unitrep States SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Boston, Mass. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m. (pursuant to Res. 40, agreed to 
Jan. 30, 1953), in courtroom 3, Federal Building, Boston, Mass., 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy (chairman of the subcommittee), 
presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin. 

Present also: Roy M. Cohn, chief counsel; Donald F. O’Donnell, 
assistant counsel; C. George Anastos, assistant counsel, Francis P. 
Carr, executive director. 

The CHarrMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Would you stand and be sworn? In this matter now in hearing 
before this committee do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Kamin. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LEON J. KAMIN (ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
CALVIN P. BARTLETT, BOSTON, MASS.) 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Cohn will examine you. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Kamin, your full name is Leon J. Kamin? 

Mr. Kamin. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. Where are you employed? 

Mr. Kamin. At Harvard University as a research assistant. 

Mr. Coun. How long a period of time have you been employed 
by Harvard? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, in various capacities, let me see. I think my 
first employment dates from September, late in September 1951. 

Mr. Coun. And have you done any teaching there? 

Mr. Kamin. I have served in teaching at Harvard. 

Mr. Coun. What courses have you taught? 

Mr. Kami. I have taught no courses. I am a research assistant, 
which means I am assistant to the instructor of the course. 
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Mr. Coun. Now, have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Conn. And when? 

Mr. Kamin. Two periods of time, from some time in November 
1945, until probably late January 1946, and from probably November 
1947 until some time late in 1950. I cannot date it exactly. 

Mr. Coun. Did you hold office in the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kamin. I don’t believe I held office. 

Mr. Coun. Were you press organizer? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, I was a paid employee of the Communist Party, 

Mr. Coun. Now, did you belong to a Communist cell in the last 
years of your membership in the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kamin. I belonged to a Communist club, yes. 

Mr. Coun. Who were the other members of that club? 

Mr. Kamin. Could I confer with counsel? 

Mr. Coun. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Bartierr. May I interrupt a moment, Senator? 

The CuarrMan. Could we identify counsel for the record? 

Mr. Bartietr. My name is Calvin P. Bartlett, 53 State Street, 
Boston. 

The CHarrRMAN. Just for convenience, getting in touch with you, 
could you give your phone number? 

Mr. Bartterr. Lafayette 3-1690. I am a member of the bar of 
Massachusetts. This witness has previously, Senator, invoked the 
fifth amendment. He now, for reasons which he is perfectly willing 
to disclose, is willing to subject himself to questions which otherwise 
would not be admissible under the fifth amendment. He has, how- 
ever, one important reservation; namely, that of divulging names of 
individuals on the grounds of his conscience, on the grounds of the 
first amendment. For that reason, he will at the present moment 
decline to answer the last question. 

Mr. Conn. That is that one reservation. That one reservation 
will do away completely with any good that might be accomplished 
by his testimony, any benefit he might be to the committee. 

The Cuarrman. May I say, Mr. Bartlett—first let me ask you this; 
Have you completely broken with the Communist party now, Mr. 
Kamin? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes, I have. 

The CuatrMan. And are you going to tell us why you broke with 
them? 

Mr. Kamin. I am willing to, yes, 

The CuarrMan. I wonder if you will. 

Mr. Kamin. Well, it is a rather long process. I will begin at the 
beginning. I think very largely it had to do with my interest in aca 
demic work. This is where my first split from the Communist Party 
came. 

The CuHatrrMan. Interest in what? 

Mr. Kamin. Academic work. I was a psychologist, I studied 
psychology, I still do, and my first split with the Communist Party 
came over a disagreement with the official Communist position on the 
science of psychology. As you know, the Communist Party tends to 
take a position on all questions, not just political questions, and the 
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first split that I had with the Communist. Party was precisely on that 
ground. I could not adapt my own thinking to their view on the 
science which I felt 1 know something about. 

The CHarrMAN. Let me ask you this: Was one of the grounds for 
your breaking the fact that you just felt you did not want to belong 
to a conspiracy aimed against our Government? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, I would never have wanted to belong to 
a conspiracy aimed against our Government. I better make it clear 
that at no time did I regard at that time the Communist Party to be a 
conspiracy against the Government of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you now? Do you now consider it as such a 
conspiracy? 

Mr. Kamin. I will have to say this, Senator: Of the people I knew 
[have no evidence whatsoever that they were engaged in a conspiracy. 
Iam well aware of the fact 

The CHAIRMAN. I am not trying to ask you any tricky questions at 
all. You are a man now who says he has broken with the Communist 
Party, and I would like to get your view of the Communist Party as of 
today, not your view of it as of the time you were in it. But looking 
back, knowing what you know about the party as of today, do you feel 
that the Communist Party does, as the Supreme Court has held, teach 
and advocate the overthrow of the United States Government by force 
and violence. 

Mr. Kamin. Well, Senator, I will have to repeat again, that my 
experience in the Communist Party at no time gave me any tangible 
evidence that any of the people I was associating with were conspiring 
tooverthrow the Government by force and violence. 

The CHarrMAN. I am not talking about what you knew at the time 
you were in it. I am not talking about what your view of the party 
was at the time you were in it. Let us assume for the time being that 
you did not think it was evil, that you thought it was for the purpose 
of accomplishing some good, and you later discovered some reasons 
why you did not belong. My question is tLis: Now, knowing what 
you know about the Communist Party, seeing the Rosenberg trial, the 
other trials, hearing the Supreme Court’s decision on it, do you now 
feel that the Communist Party is a conspiracy—let’s put it this way: 

Do you now feel that the Communist Party does teach or advocate 
the overthrow of this Government by force and violence? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, in court cases which you have just cited, involv- 
ing people which I didn’t know, the legal finding appears to have been 
that these particular individuals were doing such a thing. 

Mr. Conn. Did you ever attend any Communist school? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, I think that depends on the definition of a 
Communist school. 

Mr. Coun. Were you ever assigned in the Communist Party any 
of the works by Stalin or any of the other founders? 

Mr. Kamin. I read works by Marx. 

Mr. Conn, Have you read Foundations of Leninism by Stalin? 

Mr. Kamin. I probably have. 

Mr. Coun. In that work and in all of those works, have you not 
seen repeated references to the duty and necessity of overthrow of the 
Government of the United States by force and violence as well as the 
governments of all other non-Communist countries in the world? 
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Mr. Kamin. Well, very early in my career in the Communist Part 
it was brought to my attention that Marx had written at one point, this 
was stressed by the American Communist Party, that it was entire] 
conceivable in advanced western countries, I believe France, En land 
and the United States, it would be possible to achieve the social aims 
of the Communist Party without violence and revolution. This wag 
certainly my own feeling insofar as I was—— 

Mr. Coun. In Marxism, you were also taught of course that Mary’ 
views had been interpreted by Lenin in various works which Lenin 
wrote, including State and Revolution, to indicate that the exception 
Marx had hoped for in the case of those western countries was no 
longer valid in view of the course they had taken toward imperialist 
aggression in later years and that the necessity for overthrow applied 
to England and the United States as well. 

Of course, you saw that spelled out specifically in Foundations of 
Leninism by Stalin, didn’t you? 

Mr. Kamin. I certainly did not. 

Mr. Coun. Did you read Foundations of Leninism by Stalin? 

Mr. Kamin. Probably not very carefully. 

Mr. Coun. Is it your sworn testimony to this committee that you 
never read any Communist work that indicated to you that this 
early view expressed by Marx had been changed by Lenin and Stalin? 

Mr. Kamin. I certainly never read a work which specifically stated 
this. 

Mr. Coun. Did you follow at all the course of the change of the 
Communist Party in 1945 in the Communist Party to the party when 
Earl Browder was expelled? 

Mr; Kamin. I don’t believe I was in the party at that time. 

Mr. Coun. You went in subsequently, though, didn’t you? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, November 1945 I think was the first association, 

Mr. Coun. You have been in the party since 1950, have you not, 
up to 1950? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. And the first constitution of the party founded under 
the principles of Marxism and Leninism? 

Mr. Kamin. As I recall the constitution, and I may be wrong, as I 
recall the first article of the constitution it explicitly waines that 
people who advocated the violent overthrow of the government be 
expelled. 

Mr. Coun. Doesn’t the first sentence say the party is formed under 
the principles of Marxism-Leninism? 

Mr. Kamin. I certainly don’t recall that precisely. 

The CuarrMan. What is meant by Marxism-Leninism? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, it is in some sense an ambiguous term. I 
suppose it covers the writings of Marx and Lenin. 

The Cuartrman. When did you quit becoming a paid functionary 
of the party? 

Mr. Kamrn. I can’t give you an exact date on that. My best 
recollection is late summer of 1950. 

The Cuarrman. Did you know Emanual Blum? 

Mr. Kamrn.: Well, Senator, I will have to adhere to my previously 
stated position that on the grounds of conscience I cannot answer 
questions involving the names of anyone. 
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Mr. Coun. Do you know any persons now connected at Harvard 
whom you saw in the course of your Communist activities when you 
were a member of the party? 

Mr. Kamin. I would like to consult with counsel on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. I may say you may consult with counsel at any 
time you desire. 

For the benefit of counsel, not only does he have the right to con- 
sult with you, but if he feels that he needs your advice even though 
he does not ask for it, you can indicate to him and advise your client. 
The only rule, and this is a rule of the committee adopted unani- 
mously, of any restriction of your activities, is we do not let counsel take 
part in the proceedings. 

I may for your benefit explain why. I do not think that rule will 
be necessary in your case at all, but experience with some lawyers 
has been that they just attempt to fillibuster the proceedings. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. | would like to submit this statement as my answer. 

Mr. Barrier. It is ony one or two sentences. 

Mr. Kamin. I will refuse to answer any question seeking to estab- 
lish the identity of any person or persons with whom I was associated 
within or on the periphery of the Communist Party. This is because 
I could nol in good conscience become an informer against persons 
whom I have no reason to believe were ever engaged in unlawful 
activities. I wish to emphasize that I at no time have encountered 
any evidence suggesting that any of my former associates have en- 
gaged in espionage, sabotage, overthrow of the Government by force 
or violence of any treasonable activities. Had any such evidence 
come to my attention I would have considered it my duty to com- 
municate it to the proper Federal authorities. 

The CuHarrMan. Thank you. 

One other question: Do you know any people who are presently 
employed in the United States Government who were known to you 
to be members of the Communist Party at the time that you were a 
member? 

Mr. Kamin. Could I consult with counsel? 

The CHarrMAN. Certainly. 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. To my best recollection I do not. 

Mr. Coun. Did you know any in defense plants? 

Mr. Kamin. What do you mean? 

Mr. Coun. General Electric or amy place like that. 

The CHarrman. Any plant doing work for the Department of 
Defense. 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel. 

The CuarrMan. Certainly. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Could vou repeat the question? 

The Cuatrman. The question is do you know anyone who is now 
working in a defense plant—by defense plant I mean any plant doing 
work for the defense department—who was a member of the Com- 
munist Party at the time you were a member? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. I am sorry, but I must decline to answer that question 
o the ground previously stated. 

40220—55—pt. 9—2 
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The CuatrMANn. Let me ask you this: I think you have answered 
in your general statement, but so that the record is clear, your state. 
ment is that you did not, to your knowledge, engage in any legal 
activities of any kind in connection with any Communist Party actiyj. 
ties? 

Mr. Kamin. That is correct, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you know Professor Furry? 

Mr. Kamin. Could I consult with counsel? 

The Cuarrman. Certainly. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. No, I do not. 

The CHarrMAN. You do? 

Mr. Kamin. I do not. 

The CuHatrmMan. Have you ever met Wendell Furry? 

Mr. Kamin. No, I haven’t. 

The CuarrMan. You never met him in any Communist meetings? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, if I have never met him, I have never met him. 

The CuarrmMan. Were you teaching at Harvard while you were a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kamin. No, I was not. 

The Cuatrman. When did you get your job at Harvard? 

Mr. Kamin. Late September 1951. 

The CuarrmMan. September of 1951. In other words, you got your 
job after you broke with the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kamin. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. When was the final date of your break? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, I told you it was very hard. I presume you 
have had a lot of experience with people somewhat in my same category 
and | am sure you will understand it is hard to provide exact and 
specific dates. 

Mr. Coun. What is the best estimate of the time when you had no 
connection whatsoever? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, I broke, I would say, in the late summer of 
1950, and my best estimate and this is putting it on the safe side, so 
to speak, would be probably, as an arbitrary date, since January 1, 
1951. 

Mr. Coun. When did you start negotiating with Harvard for a 
fellowship? 

Mr. Kamin. I probably applied about June of 1951. 

The CuarrmMan. Did they ask you at that time whether or not you 
had been a member of the party? 

Mr. Kamin. No, indeed. 

The CuatrmMan. Did they ever ask you if you had been a member? 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel on this. 

The CuHarrMan. Certainly. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. I was questioned about the possibility of my past 
membership or association with the Communist Party by Harvard 
authorities for the first time after I had appeared before the Jenner 
committee in March, I think it was, of the past vear. 

The Cuarrman. And did you tell them at that time that vou had 
been a member of the party? 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel on this. 

The CuarrmMan. Certainly. 
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(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Yes, I did. 

The CuarrRMAN. Did you tell them—Mr. Cohn will ask you a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Coun. At that time did they ask you if you had any knowledge 
of any people then at Harvard whom you had known in the Commu- 
nist movement? 

Mr. Kamin. I made clear at the beginning of my conversations with 
the Harvard authorities, as I made clear to you today, that my con- 
science will not allow me to discuss any such people. 

Mr. Coun. You just weren't going to tell them about that, you 
told them in advance that you were not going to discuss that, so they 
did not press it? 

Mr. Kamin. | don’t know what their reasoning or motivation was. 

Mr. Conn. Did they press the question? 

Mr. Kamin. May I consult with counsel? 

Mr. Coun. Surely. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CuarrMan. I think I missed the answer with counsel coming in. 
You said that Harvard did or did not question you about any other 
Communists whom you might have known at Harvard? 

Mr. Kamin: Well, let me give you some of the background informa- 
tion. 

Mr. Coun. We don’t want to take too much time. It is pretty 
simple. Did they or did they not? Did they ask you to give them 
the names of other people at Harvard whom you had known in the 
Communist movement? 

Mr. Kamin. I will consult with counsel. 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. They did not ask me and I made it very clear at the 
beginning of my interview with members of the Harvard corporation 
that I would not answer any such questions as that. 

The CuarrMAN. And you have not been censured or discharged or 
suspended or anything? 

Mr. Kamin. I have received what is tantamount to a censure. 
I was found guilty of misconduct for use of the fifth amendment. 
Harvard’s position on this, I think, is known to you. 

Mr. Conn. Has that affected your teaching responsibilities, 
because of that? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, how do you mean? 

The CuarrMan. Were you demoted and got less salary, a less 
important job? In other words, besides saying that you were a bad 
boy, did they do anything that in any way adversely affected you? 

Mr. Kamin. May I consult with counsel? 

The CHatrman, ‘ertainly. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kamin. Well, in June 1953, which was the last termination 
date of my teaching fellowship, I became a research assistant, and no 
longer a teaching fellow. 

The CuarrMan. Was that of a lower salary or higher salary? 

Mr. Kamin. Proportionately the same salary, but since I had com- 
pleted all my requirements for the degree, I am now working full 
time at the same base rate. 
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The CuairMan. Are you getting more money per month now than 
you were getting then? 

Mr. Kamin. Yes, all told, because I am now working full time, 

The CHarrMAN. About how much more are you receiving? 

Mr. Kamin. Goodness, I have to think. 

The CuHarrRMAN. Just roughly. Twice as much? 

Mr. Kamin. No; nothing like that. 

The CHarrMAN. Was it a substantial increase? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, my recollection is this: Whereas my salary ag 
teaching fellow for part time work was $1,920, my present salary js 
$3,200. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Just one other question: Do you want to very 
briefly tell us why you first broke and then rejoined the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Kamin. Well, | at the time I first joined, was 17 years old, | 
attended perhaps | or 2 meetings of the Communist Party. I was not 
overly impressed by what I saw. On February 1, 1946, I enlisted in 
the Army and served in the Army until I believe July of 1947. I came 
back to Harvard in September. I had originally no intention of re- 
joining the Communist Party, but sometime in November, [ would 
say, I did rejoin. 

The CuarrMan. Did you drop out while you were in the Army? 

Mr. Kamin. I had no contact whatsoever with them. 

The CuatrMan. But no formal break? You just did not pay any 
dues or attend any meetings or anything like that? 

Mr. Kamin. I am sure you understand that when one leaves the 
Communist Party, one generally doesn’t type a formal letter of resig- 
nation. 

The CHairMAN. We will want you out here in the public session in 
about 5 minutes, so you may discuss the matter with counsel. Be in 
the public hearing room at 10:25. 

Mr. Kamin. I will be called? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

(Whereupon, at 10:20 a.m. the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
10:30 a. m. in public session. ) 
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SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE 
ESTABLISHMENTS AND INDUSTRY 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 15, 1954 


Unitep States SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Boston, Mass. 
AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The hearing was resumed at 2:35 p. m., pursuant to recess.) 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy (Republican, Wisconsin) 
(chairman of the subcommittee.) 

Present also: Roy M. Cohn, chief counsel; Donald F. O’Donnell, 
assistant counsel; C. George Anastos, assistant counsel; and Francis P. 
Carr, executive director. 

The CuarrMan. Would you call Professor Furry in? 


TESTIMONY OF WENDELL H. FURRY (ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
ATTORNEY, GERALD A. BERLIN, BOSTON, MASS.)—Resumed 


The CuarrMAN. I may say, Professor, I am sorry we had to keep 
you waiting, but we had a great number of witnesses this afternoon, 
and some of the members of the Massachusetts committee asked that 
we ask you a number of additional questions. 

I frankly would have called you first this afternoon except that I 
eae you were out there. It is just now that I was told you were 
there. 

One of the questions that we wanted to ask is when you left the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Furry. Well, this is one of those things. I attended the last 
meeting of the Communist Party group I ever attended on March 
31,1947. I told the people that I intended to stop attending meet- 
ings, paying regular dues, but that I would still be friendly; that I 
didn’t want to be in it any more. 

Mr. Conn. Didn’t want what anymore? 

Mr. Furry. Didn’t want to be in it anymore. And I wasn’t. I 
mean, I am not sure just exactly how plain I made this. I was a 
little embarrassed because there were 1 or 2 people looking at me as 
though “Well, you are going to drop out now under fire.” But I 
think it was generally understood. 

There was never a suggestion that I join the party as an active 
member, but I made some contributions from time to time in the 
next couple of years, and sometimes read the party literature, and 
got to think less and less of it. I hadn’t thought much of it at the 
time I left. I couldn’t say exactly when the last contact of any 
sort was. 

369 








370 SUBVERSION AND ESPIONAGE IN DEFENSE ESTABLISHMENTS 


Mr. Coun. What is your best approximation? 

Mr. Furry. Well, I quit regarding myself as a member of the 
party right then in the beginning of April 1947. 

Mr. Coun. When did you make—— 

Mr. Furry. There were contacts and so on of the sort which might 
be regarded as continuing something. 

Mr. Coun. When did you make your last contribution? 

Mr. Furry. That is something that I wasn’t keeping a notebook 
on. I have no records. I would think probably in 1949, sometime 
in the summer or fall of 1949. That would be my best guess. But 
it might conceivably be as late as nearly the end of 1950. I simply 
couldn’t say that. 

I was, however, sure that I had absolutely nothing of this sort, and 
no signed statements or anything after the early part of 1951, | 
thought that was absolutely safe, to make that statement and swear 
to it, and I made that statement to the committee and also to this 
committee. 

The CHarrMAN. You were in the hearing room this morning, so ] 
assume you know that we have the record books of the Communist 
Party. Would you say their records were correct if they showed that 
you contributed money as late as 1951? 

Mr. Furry. I would doubt it very much, sir, that that happened, 
If it happened, it must have been right at the very beginning. As] 
say, My memory was inaccurate and I wasn’t keeping any records, 
I would have thought I probably stopped in 1949. 

The CuarrMan. In other words, then, under oath you would not 
want to definitely state? 

Mr. Furry. That is it, I stated 1951, under oath, and, of course, 
this was not exactly the time I thought I quit but in fact it was 4 
years later, nearly. But I didn’t think there was anything after 
March 1951. That I could be sure of. 

The CHartrMaANn. Do you recall the size of your last contribution? 

Mr. Furry. I don’t know. It may have been $10 or it might pos- 
sibly have been $20. 

Mr. Coun. What is the largest single contribution you ever made? 

Mr. Furry. I would imagine that I at one time may have made 
contributions as large as $25 or so. 

The CHarrMan. Did you give any specified percentage of your 
salary? 

Mr. Furry. Certainly not during the time after I quit attending 
meetings. Before that there was the regular dues when I was a member, 

Mr. Coun. Was that based on your salary while you were at 
Harvard? 

Mr. Furry. Yes. It was based on a person’s salary. 

The CHarrMAN. What percentage was that? 

Mr. Furry. I don’t remember. It varied quite a bit. From 
during one year, it might be a certain amount, and during another 
year it might be another. 

The Cuarrman. Did you quit the party because you became dis 
satisfied with their philosophy or objectives, or for what reason? 

Mr. Furry. I quit the party because it didn’t mean any of 
same things, and wasn’t saying any of the same things that it seem 
to mean and say when I at i 
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The CHAIRMAN. You appeared before the Harvard board, did 
you not? 

Mr. Furry. The corporation, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And they asked you about your membership in 
the party? 

r, Furry. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you tell them you dropped out in 1947? 

Mr. Furry. Yes, sir. I indicated to them the circumstances about 
31 have to you, that there were things like contributions, and I 
signed statements, although I didn’t regard them as Communist 
Party statements. ‘They were things that I was asked about over the 
shone or got through the mail, and I didn’t say “this is Communist 
Party.”’ I simply decided whether I liked the statement. I pointed 
gut that the Velde committee had brought up the statements. I told 
them there were contributions. I told them there was a fuzzy period 
here where some people might say I had been connected, although it 
had been my intention very definitely that when I quit at the end of 
March 1947 I was quitting and wasn’t ever going to be an active 
member. 

The CHAIRMAN. You appeared before our committee in November, 
November 4. At that time you refused to tell whether you were a 
(Communist in 1948, 1949, 1950, and, I believe, up to March, 1951, if 
[have the date correctly in mind, on the ground that your answer 
might tend to incriminate you. As you recall, at that time, I ques- 
tioned you in detail as to whether or not you felt that your answer 
would tend to incriminate you. 

Iam curious to know why you told the Harvard Corp. that you 
quit in 1947 and you would tell us you were no longer a member 
about March 1951, but feared incrimination in the interim. Is that 
because of the contributions you were giving in the meantime? 

Mr. Furry. That was partly because of the things the Velde 
committee had suggested of being suspicious about me, these signa- 
tures and so on; partly because there have been contributions. There 
were things that could have carried the record down if they were dug 
out, as apparently they can be, and while I haven’t regarded myself 
personally as a member, still there were these connections. These 
contributions, in fact, I, in general, state that I was making them for 
the defense of people who were on trial. I didn’t know whether—I 
mean, | couldn’t follow them through the channels, but I stated that 
that is what they were for; that I no longer cared to support the 
gneral work of the party, and, of course, I couldn’t control that. I 
was taking the chance when I made the contribution that they would 
be put in the general funds of the party and maybe some of them were. 

The CHarrMAN. Mr. Furry, this is perhaps the last opportunity you 
will have to appear before this committee, although you have been 
ordered to consider yourself under continuing subpena. As of this 
moment, as I said this morning, I have no choice at all but to submit 
your case for contempt on a great number of counts. You have said 
that you knew there were 6 Communists working in the secret radar 
kboratories, 1 working in radiation work; apparently as of now, you 
have refused to give us their names so we can find out whether or not 
they are still in a position where they can do grave damage. You 
ruse to tell us who collected the money for a man who is named by 
the Canadian Royal Commission as an espionage agent. 
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Your case, of course, will be submitted. I am not interested a all The 
in seeing another man in jail. That does not do a great deal of good, | now W 
I would much rather see you, and you do not have to give it to this | Mr. | 
committee—some people think for a special reason they dislike this | bis; the 
particular committee— I don’t care if the information is given to this | The ! 
committee or not, but you could give it to the FBI and give it to then | Mr: ] 
in complete confidence. They are known to never violate a ¢op. 
fidence. It is information which they need if they are going to prop. Mr. |] 
erly protect this country from a security standpoint. The | 

You are of age; I am not trying to tell you what to do, but] | mow 8 
think you might well, not only for the protection of your country byt | (ommt 
also for you own protection, you might consider giving us or the FBI | that ra! 
the information about individuals who have belonged to this conspir. Mr. | 
acy, who were then handling secret material, who as of today may or | lave 
may not be handling secret material. If you decide that you want to | inion 
do that, if you will let us know we will be glad to refer one of the very People’ 
trustworthy agents, and I think they all are in the FBI, to you, and | Iwon’ 
it would be a pleasure for this committee to do it. The 

I am not offering this, you understand, as an inducement not to | sout 
present your case. I will have to present your case to the committee | you Wé 
anyway. I assume, however, if in the meantime you decide to give | time 
this committee or our security agencies the information which they | # kno 
require, that certainly will have a very important and perhaps de- | stall 01 
termining effect upon whether or not you are cited for contempt. Mr. 
That is just a bit of advice. I know you have a lawyer, and he can | iler 1 
advise you. But there is no reason on earth why you will not end up | The 


in jail for contempt, if you do not periure yourself. this m 
You have been guilty of contempt on so many counts that a judge | Mr. 
can give just about as much time as he wants to. The 


As I say, I will get no pleasure from it, but I will get a lot of pleasure | period 
from it if you will decide to give the information to someone. I sug- | dumng 
gest you think that over and I suggest, counsel, that you give it Mr. 
a great deal of thought and advise your client on that. If you want to | | droy 
get in touch with the committee, you can write to Mr. Cohn, the | bout 
chief counsel, room 101 Senate Office Building. sure I 

One other question before you go: You mentioned this morning | The 
that two of the Communists whom you knew in the radar laboratory | memb 
are now in Western Europe. Are they working for the Government | con 


in Western Europe, the United States Government? Mr. 
Mr. Furry. No, they are not working for the United States | sthou 
Government. The 
The Cuarrman. Not even indirectly, for any Government agency? | mder 
Mr. Furry. No. notify 
The CuatrmMan. What country are they in? will k 
Mr. Furry. One is in England, the same as the first one I men | fury 
tioned, and the other one is in Sweden. son 
The Cuarrman. Do you know if they are working for any foreign | % I 
government? lag in 
Mr. Furry. They are all working in universities and there may be | rm 
some state support or something. just. 0 
The Cuarrman. You do not know whether they have broken | Mr 
with the party or not? Th 


Mr. F urry. I would assume they have, sir. 
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tal] | ‘The CHAIRMAN. But as far as personal knowledge, you do not 
ood, | know whether any of the six have broken? 

thig | Mr. Furry. One of them, I think I can say with absolute certainty 
this | las; the others I would assume so. 

this | The Cuatrman. Which one is that? 

hen | Mr. Furry. The man who is in Sweden. 

con. | The CHarrMAN. The man in Sweden? 

op. | Mr. Furry. Yes. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. This morning I believe you stated you did not 
ut | | mow any professors or associate professors at Harvard who were 
‘but | Communists. Do you know anyone, if we can use the term, below 
FBI | that rank who was or is a Communist? 
spire | Mr. Furry. I stated that whenever you get to these questions you 
yor | lave to finally worry about the question of people’s inferences, their 
1tto | minions, different observations. This was all a long time ago. 
very | People’s memories. And there have been suggestions about this. 
and | Iwon’t make a statement on that basis. 

The CHAIRMAN. You would be in a position to know something 
t to | shout that. You were active, as you say, up until 1947 and then 
ittee | you were friendly enough with the party that you contributed from 
give | time to time up until 1951. You would be in a fairly good position 
they | know whether or not there were Communists connected with the 
de. | staff or faculty. 
mpt, | Mr. Furry. I have very little evidence as to that, as to the number, 
can | iter 1947, very little evidence indeed. 
dup | The CHarrman. Did you know Leo Kamin, who was on the stand 

this morning? 
udge | Mr. Furry. No; I have never met him. 

The CHArRMAN. He admits he was a Communist during the same 
sure | period of time that you admitted you were. You never met him 
sug- | during any of that period of time? 
eit | Mr. Furry. I don’t believe he has talked about that period, sir. 
it to | ldropped out of any contact with any group in 1947. He talked 
the | tbout later dates than that. Whether the times overlap or not, I am 

sure | have never met him. 
ning | The Cuarrman. I would like to know why when he was an active 
tory | member of the party and you were an active member, you never came 
nent | contact. 

Mr. Furry. As I say, I really don’t believe the times overlap, 
ates | although I may be wrong. I have not studied his testimony. 

The CHarrMAN. Professor Furry, counsel, will consider himself 
ney? | wer continuing subpena. May I say that we do not ordinarily 

notify counsel when the case is to be presented to the Senate. If you 
vil keep in touch with the staff, they will let you know when Mr. 
nen- | furry’s case will be presented to the Senate. It will be presented as 
won as I can have a meeting of the full committee and get the vote on 
eign | t. IT assume that should be within the next couple of weeks. The 
lg in the last case between presentation and indictment was—the 
y be | tormal lag might be 2 or 3 months before the indictment. I have 
jist one other question: Did you sign the teacher’s oath? 
oken | Mr. Furry. Yes. 
The Coairman. When was the first time you signed that? 
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Mr. Furry. The only time I signed it must have been sometims 
at the end of 1934 or 1935. I would judge it was passed along aboy 
that time. I was already a member of the Harvard staff. 

The CuarrmMan. In other words, in 1943 when you left you had t 
leave and when you came back you were not required to sign the oath? 
Mr. Furry. I don’t remember being required to sign the oath. 

The Cuairman. In 1934 when you first signed the oath, were yoy 
a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Furry. No, sir; I was not. I didn’t join it until 1938, 

The Cuarrman. I think that will be all. 

The committee will now recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock 
when we will resume public session. 

(Whereupon, at 5:15 p. m. the committee was recessed , to reconvene 
at 10 a. m. the following day, Saturday, January 16, 1954, in open 
session.) 
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